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Appearance, Tribunul’s orders or I'ribunal’s orders

directions and Registrar’s orders

01.09.2016

M.A 336/2016 in O.A No 887/2016

Shri M.B Deshmukh ... Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

1. Heard Shri A.A Desai, learned advocate for the
applicant and Smt Kranti S. Gaikwad, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned Advocate Shri Desai sought interim
relief for staying the communication dated 16.8.2016,
Exh-E, at page 22 of the Paper Book of the O.A.

3. Learned P.O sought time to seek instructions.
Time granted. Learned P.O is directed to produce the
file where the original selection and appuintment of
the Applicant was made, before this Tribunal on the
next date.

4, Issue notice before admission made returnable
on 6.9.2016.

5. Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at
this stage and separate notice for final disposal need
not be issued.

6. Applicant is authorized and directed to serve
on KRespondent intimation/notice of date of hearing
duly authenticated by Registry, along with complete
paper book of O.A. Respondent is put to notice that
the case would be taken up for final disposal at the

DATE : | ‘Q l 16 stage of admission hearing.
CORAM : o o
Hou’ble Shri. RAJIV AGARWAL 7. This intimation / notice is ordered under Rule

11 of the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal
(Procedure) Rules, 1988, and the questions such as
limitation and alternate remedy are kept open.

(Vice - Chairman)

APPEARANCE :

s RssSon 8. The service may be done by Hand delivery,
speed post, courier and acknowledgement be obtained

13tz for the Applinant . . . .
Ad\to..at, “ ﬁ_:\pphhmgt_cd L ’ and produced along with affidavit of compliance in the
R R 5 Registry within one week. Applicant is directed to file
—E&ROARO. (b the Respondents affidavit of compliance and notice.

_ S . ot 6 {Q(l@ 9. 5.0 6.9.2016. Learned C.P.O waives service of
—ArdiTooa notice

by |

[ _Q(// —
(Rajiv Aghdwal)
Vice-Chairman
Akn




THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI

ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.859 OF 2016

J.L. Itewad ' .... Applicant.
4

Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors, ....Respondents.

Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate for the Applicant.

Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

CORAM : JUSTICE SHR! A.H. JOSHI, CHAIRMAN
DATE :01.09.2016.

ORDER

‘ "
1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the {earned Advocate for the Appiicant and Smt.

K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Issue notice returnable on 21,10.2016.

3. Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at this stage and separate notice Tor

final disposal shall not be issued.

4, Applicant is authorized and directed to serve on Respondents intimation/notice
—-of date of hearing duly authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper book or
0O.A.. Respondents are put to notice that the case would be taken up for final disposal

at the stage of admission hearing. )

5. This intimation/notice is ordered under Rule 11 of the Maharashtra
Administrative Tribunal {Procedure) Rules, 1988, and the questions such as limitauon

and alternate remedy are kept open.

6. The service may be done by Hand delivery, speed post, courier ana
acknowledgement be obtained and produced along with affidavit of compliance in the

Registry within one week. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of compliance and

- notice.



Yy
7. Respondent No.2, Principal Secretary (Co-operation and Marketing), Co-
operation. Marketing and Textile Department, Mantralaya is directed as follows :-
(a) Call for the papers of this O.A. for perusal.

(b} Call for the case papers which have led to conducting the raid on the
Applicant and passing the order of suspensian.

(c) Take information as regards the stage of investigation of possibility of
filing the charge-sheet etc.

(d) Thereafter take a decision as to whether to continue or revoke the
suspension and pass appropriate orders and thereafter communicate the
decision as may be reached, it to the Applicant and to the learned P.O..

8. It shall not be necessary to file any affidayit-in-reply in this O.A, if compliance of

directions contained in paragraph No.7 is done.

9, In the event the O.A. is to be contested, in that event only affidavit opposing

0.A. be filed by answering each and every paragraph, point and averment.

10. Learned Advocate Smt. Punam Mahajan for the Applicant states that if at all
affidavit-in-reply is to be filed, it shall suffice, if Respondent No.2 answers paragraph

-N0s5.6.13 to 6.13.5, which is at page nos.5 to 7 of the paper book of O.A..

11. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O.. Learned P.0Q. is directed to

communicate this order to the Respondents.

12. 5.0.t021.10.2016. Q

AH. 13{1/,);/(10., _

Chairman
ork




THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, MUMBAI

C.A.NO.136 OF 2014 IN
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.275 OF 2010

Dr. B.B. Birajidar & Ors. ' : .... Applicants.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.

Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate for the Applicants.

Smit. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

CORAM : JUSTICE SHRI A.H. JOSHI, CHAIRMAN
DATE :01.059.2016.
‘-ORDER

1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned Advocate for the Applicants and Smt.

K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. Smt. K.S. Gaikwad for the Respondents on instructions from Shri
Umesh Rathod, Desk Officer, Public Health Department, Mantralaya states as follows -

{a) Order is complied with in the sense that the orders for absorption of the
Applicants, as required, furtherance to the orders passed in O.A. are
issued.

(b) Benefits which would accrue based on the said absorption shall be

extended.
3. With the said compliance the order stands fully complied with.
4, It is seen that this Tribunal had granted the declaration in paragraph 8 of the

order passed in 0.A.N0.275 of 2010 and granted relief in paragraph 9 in terms of prayer
clause 15(a) of the O.A..

5. The said prayer i.e. contained in paragraph 15(a) contemplates consideration of

Applicants’ case in the background of declaration granted by this Tribunal.




6. Therefore, it shall be appropriate for the Contemnor to fite affidavit stating as to
whether the order passed by this Tribunal is implemented in its letter and spirit and if

no compliance remains to be done.
7. Affidavit be filed by Contemnor and by no other subordinate officer.

8. Learned P.O. Smt. K.S. Gaikwad for the Respondents states that minimum four

weeks time may be granted for filing affidavit.
9. Time as prayed for is granted.

10. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O.. Learned P.O. is directed to

communicate this order to the Respondents.

11 S.0.to 18.10.2016. >\

Sd/-
~  {A.H. lJoshifJ.
‘ Chairmanq

prk
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Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum,

Appearance, Tribunnls vrders or
directions and Registrur's orders

Tribunal’s orders

pATE:_ 0! \0\901 b
© How'ble justice S0 AL Josud (Chairman)
Homttir Sim it s uber) A

AFWL iM J -‘i
Shrids A . M D, LonKanr,
Advorais s b

S 53 3. A? U’\ouavlc
/MC PO, fortae e '-or‘.wm/..

The State of Maharashtra & Ors.

0.A. No.890 of 2016

Shri 8.D. Deshmukh ..Applicant

Vs.
..Respondents

Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. lIssue notice returnable on 24. 10.2016.

3. Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at
this stage and separate notice for final disposal need not
be issued.

4. Applicant is authorized and directed to serve on
Respondents intimation/notice of date of hearing duly
authenticated by Registry, along ‘with complete paper
book of O.A. Respondents are put to notice that the case
would be taken up for final dlsposal at the stage of
admission hearing. :

5. This intimation/notice is ordered under Rule 11 of
the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure)
Rules, 1988, and the questions such as limitation and
alternate remedy are kept open.

6. The service may be done by hand delivery/ speed
post/courier and acknowledgement be obtained and
produced along with affidavit of compliance in the
Registry within one week. Applicant is directed to file

affidavit of compliance and notice. 3\
_— S
(A.H. Joshif{)
Chairman
1.9.2016
(sej)




(G.C. P) J 2260 (A) (50,000--2-2015) [Sple MAT-F-2 I

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
O;iginal Application No.~ -~ " ° - of 20 - | P "
‘ R ;“-xpplicam/s
(Advocaté ............................................................ )
versus

The State of Maharashtra and others
. Respundent/s

(Presenting OFficer. ..o e )

Otlice Notes, Office Memorunda of Coram,

Appeuarance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’ s vrdecs
directions and Registrar’s orders O A No.434 of 2015
Smt. A.P. Khare .Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .Respondents

Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Miss Neelima Gohad, learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. By consent adjourned to 20.10.2016.

Q//;»
mﬁ' “

Chairman
- 1.9.2016
pare: ! |3 ot (s8)
CORy. M

H o I o e I
on’ble fustice St AL 2 Joshi (Chairman)

ALvos
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(GL.CLPD 2200 1A) (50.000—2-2010) ' 1Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 ' Districr
..... Applicant/s
(CAGVOCILE ottt s e aa e s caae e e )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Off1CeT. .o ) -
Otfice Notes, Office Mcemoranda of Coram,
Appeuiance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
dircetions und Registrar’s orders
Date : 01.09.2016.
0.A.Nc.577 of 2016
Smt. J.S. Markale ...Applicant
Vs. .
The State of Mah. & Ors. ..Respondents

1. ‘Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, the
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents. None

for.the Respondent No.3.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents prays for time

for filing reply.

___3_\1,\_;_14 3. 5.0.10269.2016.

LM skl (i katiiman)

e e . (\E
Dt L ¢ T‘ C’\Q“‘%YGVL — %':\]//uf )
B S e AT (o (A.H. Joshi, k)
Chairman

sha

sasyar  C

(PTo,




LR J 2260 (A) (50,000-—2-2015) |Spl- MAT-F-2 I

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAIL
Original Application No. ‘ of 20 DISTRICT
. Applicant/s
(Advocate e i)
versis
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... ‘Respondent/s
(Presenting OFflCer... ..o )
Office Notes, Oftice Memoranda of Coram,
Appeurance, Tribunal's orders or Tribunal’s orders
direetions and Registrar’s orders '
Date : 01.09.2016.
0.A.N0.777 of 2016
Shri G.B. Gawale ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Mah, & Ors. " ..Respondents

;

1. Heard Shri L.S. Deshmukh, the learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Smt. K.5. Gaikwad, the learned

Presenting Officer for the Réspondents.

2. Learned Advocate for the Applicant Shri L.S.
Deshmukh has tendered abology for failing to collect

the notice of the Tribunal.

3. Let the notice be served fresh.

DATE: \)q‘\‘u 4.  S.0.to24.10.2016.
Loz M : \

How ke histice Sani AL FHL Jtslu\,h‘.lrman)

fL i - <€ [SS B 4
o o | (A.H. Joshh )

ol R0 ._9. -- . .
Sh:‘:,..;«:(-’ LS. Deh A \nd Chairman
Aidvos ;ine Applicant sba

LK Sakued...
L‘i. *,a;, {ur the Respondent/s _
Ady, To ! '.‘.\ AL X T -
- LY

P70




(G.C.P.o J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

ispi- MAT-F2 L

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 Divrkier .
Applicant/s
(Advocate ........... TR PP PUUPPITUCIPR PP YPRIPE )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
. Hespondeni/s
(Presenting OffiCer. ..o )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders ov ‘Teibunal’s orders
directions uand Registrar’s vrders
— s oo QA N0.8630£2016
Smt. M.S. Divekar .Applicant
‘ Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

DATE : 0[,9}%”7
CoRaM:

Hen'le Justice Shet AL H. Joshi {Chairman)

ol bl i eiasakilnaar (Wember) A

Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. Shri Bandiwadekar, Ld. Advocate prays for two
weeks time to place on record copy of appeal memo filed
by him wherein he had chalienged the order passed by

Collector refusing to treat the suspension period as duty

period.
3. $.0.106.102016. Q ,
(;0/
— o s
(A.H. Joshi, \A :

Chairman
1.9.2016

(sgj)

L7




(G.C.P) J 2360 (A) (50,000—2-2015) [Splo MaT2 B
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI

Original Application No. R of 20 . ’ Disricr
L Applicant/s
CAAVOCALE e e e e )
versis
The State of Maharashtra and cthers

Kogpuandent/s

(Presenting Officer.................. T e et e e s )

Office Notes, Oftice Memoranda of Curum;

Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or - Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders . O A No. 791 of 2016
Smt. S.N. Atre ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .Respondents

Heard Smt. Archana B.K., learned Presenting

Officer for Respondents No.1 to 3.
2. Advocate for the Applicant is absent.
3. Ld. PO files reply. Itis taken on record.

4. Shri C.T. Chandratre, Ld. Advocate undertakes to

file Vakalatnama on behalf of respondent no.4.

5. S.0.to 7.11.2016.

b
S = .

“(A.H. Toéht,'M
Chairman
DATE 2 |aeore - 1.9.2016
coraM] (se)
Hoa'ble Idmc“ Shoi AL H. Joshi (Chairman) ’
= bcr)A

ShrySEnt. ¢ DAY 5. AR T

Ldvocan

i Arc,h,qm LBk

it L; ol s h el \L,l‘lf‘

R A 111 oL S—

Q)

|FTC




Office Notes, Office Memorunda of Corum,
_ Appearunce, Tribunat’s orders or

divections and Registrar's orders

Tribunal’s orders

parg ;0 '\O ,%16

Hen'ble Justice Slei Al H Joshi (Chairman)
JERE P shiwmar (Member) A
APPIA

ShivB NP

0.A. No.876 of 2016

Shri A.B. Gaikwad ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .Respondents

~ Heard Shri V.P. Potbhare, learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Smt. Archana BX., learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. Issue notice returnable on 21.10.2016.

3. Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at
this stage and separate notice for final disposal need not
be issued.

4. Applicant is authorized and directed to serve on
Respondents intimation/notice of date of hearing duly
authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper
book of O.A. Respondents are put to notice that the case
would be taken up for final disposal at the stage of
admission hearing.

5. This intimation/notice is ordered under Rule 11 of
the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure}
Rules, 1988, and the questions such as limitation and
alternate remedy are kept open.

6. The service may be done by hand delivery/ speed
post/courier and acknowledgement be oObtained and
produced along with affidavit of compliance in the
Registry within one week. Applicant is directed to file
affidavit of compliance and notice. N

— Qr//"u

(AH. Joshi, LY~
Chairman(x
1.6.2016

(sg))



(G.C Py J 2260 (A) (BU, 000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA

1spl- M A2 I

ADMINISTRATIVE Tit) BUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 L Dismacr _
..... Applicant/s
CAGVOCALE 1overrere sy )
versus

The Stute of Maharashtrz\ and others

(Presenting Officer

. Kespondent/s

Office Nutes, Ottice Memoranda of Corum,
Appeurance, Lribunal’s orders ox
directions and Registrar's ovdevs

pate:_ 0 ‘\9"’49!6
CORAN :
Hon’bk Justice Shei & H. Joshi (Chalrmzm)

nA

ngf{ A v, BM@,@%«,

Advocet: I

Shri [ / v

...................................

ribanal’s orders

7 0O.A. No.218 of 2015

Shri C.G. Gaikwad ' . Applicant
Vs. ‘
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .Respondents

Heard Shri A V. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ld. PO tenders reply. [t is taken on record.

3. Shri Bandiwadekar, Ld. Advocate prays for time

to consider the reply and address on the next date.

N

4 S.0.1019.10.2016.
_ @(‘/ =
AH Joshi Ny
Chairman
192016
(sgj)

[PLO




(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) CSph- MAT-F2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAIL
Original Application No. SRR of 20 ©DisTRICT
o Arpplicant/s
(Advocate ... e e vl
versis
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OHICer.. ... o)
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appceuiance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders 0O.A. No.828 of 2016
Shri A.G. Bhambure ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, learned Advocate for
the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. Smt. Mahajan, Ld. Advocate has tendered pursis
signed by the applicant stating that he is not interested in

pursuing the OA and wants to withdraw the same.

. : 3. Hence, OA is allowed to be withdrawn and
disposed off as such. _— )\
DATE : ,ol\lg\%\b | <o //
CORAM ; I Y-S A
How'bic sere oo iesst {Chairmen) (AH. Joshi, {})
Heabicd =1 kizmber) A Chairman

1.9.2016
(sg)

.............

be Witndradn, smd
ANposed ot no sach

®
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(GO 2260 (A) (50.000—2- ZﬁlaJ |Spl.- MAT-F-2 I,

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI1
Original Application No. of 20 Disrricr )
..... Applicant/s
(ADVOCALE oot e e e )
Versis
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer. .o )
Ofiice Notes, Office Memuoranda of Coram,
Appeurance, Tribunal’s orders or . Tribunal's vrders
directions and Registrar’s orders
Date : 01.09.2016.
0.A.No.650 of 2016
shri D.R. Madane ' ..Applicant
Vs,
The State of Mah. & Ors. ..Respondents

1. Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the Iearned‘Advocate
for the Applicant and Smt. Archana B.K., the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents. :

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents prays for two

weeks time for filing reply.
3. Time as prayed for is granted. ,

4. S.0. 10 6.10.2016.

TR Adle_ ' ~ N
3 a8 ’nnuChdlrman) C CO//’/

(AH. Joshi, %)
Chairman

TR \'( “Q S JWAL b

X

W [ .__,,l yJMCu.'lf
‘T"T Arq\qm \Qp .

&z Respondentfs

17

TayAe




(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015) '?‘ U 8ple MAT-F2 B

IN THE IVIAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRA’l IVE TRlBUNAL

MUMBAIL B !
Original Application No. T of 20 N | o ‘Dl‘:.‘m;’l"RII'CT | H
A 'Arp;?licant/s
(Advoc-ate....,........,......‘ ......................................... )
versus

The State of Maharashtré and others

..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer.... ...t )
Office Notes, Ottice Memoranda of Coramnt, .
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’'s ordevs
directions and Registrar’s orders ) O Al NO 342 Of 2016
Shri P.L. Hotkar .Applicant
Vs. ' :
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Miss N.G. Gohad, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. It is seen that reply is not filed by respondents

no.3 and 4.

3. The respondents are put to notice that if they fail
to file reply on or before next date, the case would be

proceeded/heard and decided exparte against them.
4, S.0.to 7.11.2016.

5. Steno copy and hamdast is allowed. Ld. PO is

a : ‘ irected to ¢co icate thi the respondents.
iate o \ellb _ dire commun his order to he resp ndent

f.ﬂﬁitj ‘ . ‘ (ﬂ /

Hon'ele Ljuc Shridl H Jomx (Chairman)

Hotbiu ot Rt n ILJoshir Y™

~ Chairman

1.9.2016
Auvacals for the Applicant

M““: nl: G %DMC-J

C.2G/PO. for the Re;pondunt/s

"WA% 1> Amw Jo H-p0-
)/;?;‘\‘L

(P10




1Spl- MAT-F-2 B

(G.CP J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAIL
Original Application No. ST of 20 | ) Dy
- Applicant/s
(AAVOCATE L ovierir i iiiaasecrrar s e et )
versus

The State -of Mahadrashtra and others

. Respondent/s

(Presenting OFfIcer. ... e )

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,

Appearsnce, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunai’ s ordevs
directions and Registrar’s orders ‘ O.A. No.558 of 2016
Shri A.V. Todkar .Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .Respondents

Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Miss N.G. Gohad, learned

Presenting Qfficer for the Respondents.

2. $hri Bandiwadekar, Ld. Advocate prays for leave
to amend for amplifying the averments in para 6.13 of

the OA and add annexures and furnish fresh Synopsis.

3. Leave for amendment, addition of annexures and

for substitution of index and synopsis is granted.
4, Amendment to be carried out within three weeks.

5 S.0.1029.9.2016. AN
(A.H. Joshi, I.

Chairman
1.9.2016

14, ML Jeshi (Chairman,

M) {sgj)

Sl A~l\1- 9‘*"‘6\;\}6—&#&»’

st 6 Sohed

C.i0/ 120, for the Respondent/s

1239




Office Notes, Office Memorundu of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
dirvections and Reglstrar’s vrders

Tribunal’s orders

Maji®

A Bandlede ey

criha A f")l;u&.t \

i ,,* K PN

CEo A0 tor tho Resp ondenl/s

‘Date: 01.09.2016.

0.A.No.705 of 2016

Shri M.B. Senawane ..Applicant

" Vs, i
The State of Mah. & Ors. ..Respondents
1. Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned

Advocate for the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, the

tearned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned Advocate for the Applicant is directed
to serve fresh notice on the Respondents and he

undertakes to serve,

3. Learned P.O. for the Respondents states after
taking instructions from the Respondents that time

may be granted.

4, Time can be granted, however certain actions
on the part of the Respondent are required, which are
as follows:-

(a) Respondents should examine Applicant’s
claim contained in O.A, '

(b) If there is no legal impediment in
considering and deciding Applicant’s
claim it be decided without loss of time.

(c) The relief to which the Applicant is
entitled and found eligible, be given to
him. :

5. If the O.A. does not warrant contest, it shall not

be necessary to file affidavit in reply.

6. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed. Learned
P.O. is directed to communicate this order to the

Respondents.

7. $.0. to 3.10.2016. }\
sfl-
-— ) e
(A.H. Joshi, 3.1 Y

Chairman
sha




Otfice Notes, Oftice Memoranda of Coram, . .
.. Appeurance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’ s orders
directions and Registrar's orders :

- ——

Date ; 01.09.2016. ‘ :
0.A.No0.581 of 2016

Shri P.S. Bodake . .Applicant

‘ Vs. . :
The State of Mah. & Ors. ..Respondents
1. Heard Shri AV. Bandiwadekar, the learned

Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. K.5. Gaikwad, the
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. The Commissioner,  Food and  Drugs
Administration is directed as follows:-

(a) .Cail for the papers of the case, and read
the Q.A. himself.

(b} Call for the all concerned case papérs,
and read those himself.

(c) Ascertain the demand contained in O.A.
and the day from which the Applicant
claims that he was eligible to get Time
Bound Promotion upon the completion of
12 years service.

(d) Ascertain from the record as to whether
the Applicant was enttt!ed to get time
bound promotion.

3. If he finds that Applicant was entitled to Time
Bound Promotion, and was wrongly denied, though
Applicant was eligible, the Commissioner shall pass
appropriate orders and take steps to disburse the

benefits.
| 4. After completing study, if Commissioner finds
2 : ‘\‘ﬂ”ﬂ that Applicant is not entitled for the benefit claimed by

him, file affidavit stating the reasons for non granting

#ing Shri A, 1 Joshi (Chairman
i ) the said beneflt to the Applicant, and foundation

g
Q- aars v empahlpseap x lnr‘_h..r) A

thereof in law.

Jretet AN ‘@GY\A\‘UCA\&QV 5. If it is found at the hearing that the Apphcant 3
claim was denied due to flimsy &/ or untenable

s for o Applicant

Sl f K&Qa\ \)o.e! reasons and untenable contention is raised, exemplary
C.od . for the Respoudent/s cost would imposed.
Ady. Toummmner \7\\0\“’ Sh]‘ﬂ Cﬂ’f’]l 6. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned

HAW\M 1) ed Y Ld. po- P.O. to communicate this order to the ReSpo_ndents,
[9{ 7. 5.0.t017.10.2016.
%’[/ /[~

(A H. Josﬁ'n J
Chairman

N

sha




(LC.PY J 2200 (A (50,000—2-2015) 1Spl- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI1
Original Application Nao. Tof 200 Disrricr
..... Applicant/s
(AQVOCALE «oon vt ir e ern e e ee e rre s }
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OfICer. .o 3
Office Noutes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appeurance, Tribunal’s orders or . Tribunal’ s orders
directions and Registrary’s orders
Date - 01.09.2016
0.A.No.799 of 2016
$mt. 5.D. Tambe ‘ ..Applicant
Vs,
The State of Mah. & Ors. ..Respondents
i None for the Applicant. Heard Shri K.B. Bhise,

he learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. tearned P.O. for the Respondents Shri K.B. Bhise

has tendered affidavit-in-reply. It is taken on record.

3. Adjourned to 26.10.2016,

| 0
- g

(A.H. Joshi,
Chairman
sba

.................................

(P10




(G.CP.) J 2260(B) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

[Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

MUMBAI
M.A/R.A/C.A. No. of 20 ‘
IN
Original Application No. of 20
. FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Office Notes, Otfice Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

: .a,u_n_mﬂ_

A H. Joshi {Chairman)

ekt e oo
Cai LT
RS .
Ad fbﬁ'na\\\da{)dley
S st der i Aps!

1"’\' R ')undu..‘;/s

Date : 01.09.2016.

0.A.No.336 of 2016

Shri B.R. Rangari. ' ..Applicant

Vs.
The State of Mah. & Ors. ..Respondents
1.  Heard Shri AV. Bandiwadekar, the lewarned

Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. K.5. Gaikwad, the

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents states that

affidavit in reply will be filed during the course of the

day.

3. Learned Advocate for the Applicant makes a

grievance that the amount of gratuity is not paid yet.

4, Learned P.O. for the Respondents is directed to
verify as to when the amount of gratuity would be paid

and make a statement on the next date.

5. Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned

P 0. to communicate this order to the Respondents.

6. 5.0.t08.09.2016. qQ

Sl —
AL
(A.H. Joshi, J

Chairman
sha




(G.C.P.)} J 2260(B) (50,000—2-2015) 1Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

"IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
M.A/R.A/C.A. No. of 20
IN
Original Application No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

-

Office Notes, Office Memornn;:la of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’ s orders
directions and Registrar’s orders

Date ; 01.09.2016.

0.A.N0.230 of 2016
Shfi G.R. Khopkar ..Applicant
: Vs.
The State of Mah. & Ors. ..Respondents
1. None for the Applicant. Heard Ms. N.G. Gohad,

the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Adjourned to 7.9.2016.

Y
/-

_— AF FVL
(A.H. JOM

Chairman

sba

S, l"\.

TP TG For e Respondent/s

Ad). 10w 7&%\1" .................... penntnene
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DISTRICT .
..... Applicant/s
(AAVOCALE (oo e T )
Uersus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OFfICer.. ... oo i i e )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda ot Corumni,
Appeurance, Fribunal’s orders or Tyribunal’ s orders
dircctions and Registrar's orders
Date : 01.09.2016.
0.A.No.692 of 2016
Smt. P.B. Kore - ..Applicant
Vs, .
The State of Mah. & Ors. ...Respondents
1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned

Advocate for the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, the

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned Advocate for the Applicant prays for
leave to amend in view of the fact that certain facts
have surfaced in reply and averments in ‘0.A. are

required.

4, Learned Advocate for the Applicant undertaké to

carry out amendment within one week, if leave is

granted.
5. Leave to amend is granted.
6. Amendment be carried out within one week.
7. 5.0. to 8.09.2016. \\
(A.H. Jo;'@;f)”") "
" Chairma
sba ‘

(P10
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DigrrICT
..... Applicant/s
CAUVOCALE oot )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OffiCer. . }
Office Nutes, Office Menioranda of Coram,
Apprurance, Tribunul’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
directions and Rtrgistru}‘_‘s ordoers
T - Date : 01.09.2016. o
0.A.No.860 of 2016
P.J. Patil ) .... Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ofs. ....Respondents.
1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned. Advocate

for the Applicant and Ms. N.G. Gohad, the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned Advccate Smt. Punam Mahajan for the
Appllcant states as follows :-

Applicant’s suspension order has been revoked by :
order dated 29.08.2016.

3. In view of the foregoing O.A. has become

Q//ﬁ

. (A.H. Joshi, .) \k
(’WM”Y}, N*hdj an Chairman

prk

infructuous and is disposed of.

an s disfad. of-

B

PO
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IN THE MAIlARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. : of 20 Disrricr
..... Applicant/s
(Advocate ... e )
versus
*
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer. ..o )
Oftice Noutes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’ s orders
directions nnd Registran's orvders
o Date : 01.09.2016.
0.A.N0.138 of 2016
A.L. Pansare ‘ ... Applicant.
Versys
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .-.Respondents.

1. Heard Shri R.M. Kolge, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.0. Smt. KS. Gaikwad for the
Respondents has tendered the affidavit on behalf of

Respondent No.4. It is taken on record.

3. + Learned Advocate Shri R.M. Kolge for the Applicant
prays for time to consider the reply and file rejoinder, if

any.

' ' Chairman) 4. Time as prayed for is granted.

U 5. Adjourned to 26.10.2016.
Qm‘ﬂe\ob .

e

;;m;q s e e

RO/ tor e L\\.S’JJruuﬂt/S

Chairman

prk
w2\ '

raaveugssaernsssse

B

[PT0.




(G.CP) J 2260 (A) (60,000—2-2015) isple MaTE2 B
IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI

Original Application No.. -~ of 20 © DsTRICT
..... Apﬁlicani/s
(AAVOCALE Lot rens )
uersis

The State of Maharashtra and others
- Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer. ... )

Office Notes, Olftice Memoranda of Corum,

Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunai’s ordevs:
directions and Registrat’s orders O.A. No 185 of 2016
Shri M.P. Sonawane ‘ ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. Respondents

Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, leamed Advocate
for the Applicant and Smt. Archana B.K., learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Admit. To come up for final hearing in due
coursc.' A
¢
_ -
(AH. Joshi,{y 7
Chairman

1.9.2016
(sg))

i AL 10 Jeshi {Chairman)

: o S ] s
T T T N R ST + -

AN Bardwedeer

BT, 2K

‘Jlkf‘. b )
PG/ for tue Rospondent/s

A To. oA M. S Sired
"\C—ocrf»j n AU CoWwse

(710,




(G.C.PY J 2260 (4) (5U,000—2-2015) (Spl- MAT-I2 K.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 Disrricr )
.... Applicant/s
CAUVOCALE oot a et cerare e ee e e )
versis
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer....o )
Office Noutes, Oftice Memoranda of Coram, )
Appearvance, Fribunul’s ordevs or ' Tribunal’s erders
tlir‘cutrions und Registruan’s veders
Date : 01.09.2016.
0.A.No.894 of 2016
- M.A. Desai .... Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ...Respondents.

1. Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned Advocate Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar for the
Applicant prays for opportunity to re-inspect the papers

and ask for the photo-copies of those documents.

3. In view of the foregoing adjoumedﬂto 06.09.2016.

Sl
(A.H. Joshi, I}
Chair:a;{\

AT \\‘ q‘\‘l b

prk -

et T Uhel AU HL fosiin (Chairman)

b e e (M Cber L A

A . tba;r\gh we deey

— \Afb Pl

e oo
Soandent/s
N

A IAG\i“ ] [

[(PE0)




(GLO.PO J 2260 1A) {50.000—2-2015) tSpl.- MAT-L E.

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DisrricT
..... Applicant/s
CAAVOCIEE ottt e ee e e e )
Dersus
The State of Maharashtra and others
AAAAA Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer................ e v )
Offive Nutes, Otfice Memorandan of Corum, ‘
Appeuaraace, Tribunal’s erders or ' Tribunal’s orders
tiircci‘.ions and Registrar’s orders
Date : 01.09.2016.
0.A.No.894 of 2016
- MLA. Desai ... Applicant.
Versus
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.

1. Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned Advocate Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar for the
Applicant prays for opportunity to re-inspect the papers

and ask for the photo-copies of those documents.

3. In view of the foregoing adjournednto 06.09.2016.

/-
(AH Joshi, )
Chairman “

STVERI\ 1‘\‘\‘ b

; : prk -
Cert e Tt et H Jasnd (Chairman)

bt e e e (M crabar) A

A mr\o\mf-dd‘f v

qu %u‘—

-
' rasdent’s

(P70




Office Notes, Otfice Memoranda of Coram,
Appearanee, Tribunal’s orders or

directions and Registrar’s orvders

Tribunal's orders

st A Jaeii (Chatrman)

Date : 01.09.2016.

0.A.N0.657 of 2016

B.D. Palange ... Applicant.
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents.
1. Heard Shri C.T. Chandratre, the learned Advocate

holding for Shri M.R. Kulkarni, the learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Ms. S. Suryawanshi, the learned Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

2. Office report shows that notice of this Tribunal is

not taken and served on the Respondents.

3. Learned Advocate Shri C.T. Chandratre states that

in view of following the subsequent developments :-

(a) Respondent has communicated to the
Applicant the refusal to grant sanctioned
leave.

{b) Applicant has now decided challenge the
same by withdrawing the present O.A. and
filing independent O.A. '

4, In view of fresh cause of action that has accrued,

this O.A. is allowed to be withdrawn, with liberty to file
afresh. Q9 '

/./
/
slyy 7 A

(A.H. Joshi,

Chairman
prk
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(G.CP, J 2260(B) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
M.A/R.A./C.A. No. of 20
IN

Original Application No. of 20

FARAD CONTINUATION SHEET NO.

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orde
( rs or i '
directions and Registrar’s orders Fribunal’s orders

Date : 01.09.2016.
0.A.No.801 of 2016

Shri T.N. Munde- .Applicant

Vs,

The State of Mah. & Ors. ..Respondents

1. Heard .Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned

Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

Due to paucity of time, adjourned to 6.9.2016 at

—
s iaiman) (A.H. Joshi, h
el A ' Chairman

2.
the bottom of the board.

sha

 anan. Mehan
K el

p £ 1.0, {or the Lospondent/s




Office Notes, Office Memovanda of Corum,

Appesrunce, Tribunal’s orders av

divections and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’s orders

el A ¥y

> sant A U Joshi (Chairman)
g 1

s [ F
sa-{rdasnberiA

AETEALLNCE

u

. Ndaz. phasele

A F g D 3
Advienis Ly the Applicont

Ser/sen R U, K

............

Crd/ 20 for s Respondentss

AdrFo...., G’A{}&\.UQG?Q}&P‘
#e

O.A. No.761 0f 2016

Shri A.V. Warghade .Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Oss. ..Respondents

Heard Shri Uday Bhosale, leamed Advocate for
the Applicant and Smt. Archana B.K., learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.

2. In response to the query posed by this Tribunal to
the Charity Commissioner in the order passed on
30.8.2016, today the Ld. PO has tendered a pursis dated
31.8.2016 signed by the Charity Commissioner, Mumbai
stating that the applicant’s request for posting of his
choice can be considered at the time of annual general
transfer to be cffected in 2017.

3. Applicant’s urge is that in near future vacancy is
likely to occur and applicant’s request may be considered
at that time even before the general transfers.

4. The assurance of the Charity Commissioner that
applicant’s request would be considered during general
transfer constitutes adequate assurance. Administration
cannot be clamped with a direction to consider a request
at a particular time and in a particular manner. The
administrative needs and compulsions always. have
dominant role. Moreover, fairness in administration and
exercise of direction is always to be belicved to function
and exist.

5. Hence, it shall suffice to dispose oftf the OA with

the above observati_ons.
/-

(A.H. Joshi, JF<™9
Chairman
1.9.2016

(sgj)
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Application No. of 20 DigtrICT
..... Apnplicant/s
(AAVOCALE Lorveiiiioere s ST )
Lersis
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
(Presenting OFflCer. .. .o )
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Corum,
Appuarance, Tribunul’s orders ov Tribunal’s orders
divectipns and Registrur’s orders
Date : 01.09.2016.
0.A.No0.688 of 2016
Shri R.J. Ingawale - ..Applicant
' Vs, ,
The State of Mah. & Ors. ..Respondents
1. Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned

_Advocate for the Applicant and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the
learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents 1 & 2
and Shri M.D. Lonkar, the learned Advocate for the‘
Res_pondent No.3.

2. Learned PO for the Respondents has tendered
affidavit affirmed by Dr. Jay V. Jadhav, Superintendent

of Police, Pune [Rural]. Itistaken on record.

3. In the midst of hearing it has transpired that,
prima-facie the text of bara 9 of the affidavit which is
1 filed today, does not reveal eloquent defence of

Tn:ti-f-y-iﬁg-on facts and law to justify the Transfer.

4, Learned P.O. for thé Respondents prays for time
for enabling her to apprise and communicate to

Superintendent  of Police, Pune [Rural], the

observations noted in the foregoing paragraph.

I
o the Apulicant

L‘...Kv} %ﬁl\(\da—of

C L0 Lo the Kespondent/s 5. S.0. 10 8092016

AG. Touwsn --&\ﬁ’\-h?..‘. ............................. | 5 [/ / -
# |

(A H. JesHUET" ™
Chairma

sba [P0,




(G.C.P.) J 2260 (A} (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRA

MUMBAI
Original Application No.” =~ = of 20
(AAVOCALE oot )
versus

1Spl- MaT-F2 E

RATIVE TRIBUNAL

Diusrricr »
.. npphl ant/s

The State of Maharashtra and others

(Presenting OFICer.. oo i

Respondent/s

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunai's ovders

Q.A. No.440 0f2016

PIATE ; O‘\O))%'B
CORL I | .
How'be duniiae 530 £ Joshi (Lhalrman)

g

ber) A

N D Lonkar (sai)

/’), AU AN

Shri P.U. Rathod ..Applicant
Vs.
-The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, learned Advocate for the
Applicant and Miss Neelima Gohad, legmed Presenting

Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ld. PO wants to ascertain the progress, if any,

done by the respondents and prays for time till 7.9.2016.

3. S0.1079.2016. PN

S

(AH Josh1 )
Chairman
1.9.2016

{1
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IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE THIBUNAL

Spl. MATF2 B

MUMBAI

Original Application No. Disricr

..... Applicant/s
LAAVOCALE ittt ere e e eee e ern e e )

versies
The State of Maharashtra and cihers

‘ lte‘:;pundent/s

(Presenting OffICer. ..o )

Office Notes, Ottice Memoranda of Corvam,

Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar’s orders

Tribunal’ s orders

OA No 166 of2016

| DATE ‘IQ]MH:»

i A, H Joshi {Chairman)

sarumat {iviember) A

\ iy soduiiifs

Shri A.S. Garware .Applicant

Vs.

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ..Respondents

Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, learned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Admit. To come up for final hearing in due
course. 3\
S o
—TAH.16 Q’S’
Chairman
1.9.2016
(sg])

|10
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IN THE MAHARASHT RA ADMINIS” TRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAIL
Original Application No. o of 20 J O Districy
R Applicant/s
(Advocatc ............................................................. )
persies

The State of Maharashtra-and others

{Présenting LT v ovseeeeareesesmens s e s T )

Office Notes, Ottice Memoranda of Coram,
Tripunal’s vrdeis
A.No.74 0f 2016 in O.A. No.166 of 2016

Appesrance, Tribunal’s orders vy
directions and Registraw’s orders

Shri A.S. Garware ..Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. . Respondents

H{eard Shri A.V, BRandiwadekar, learned Advocate
for the Applicant and Shri A.J. Chougule, learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondéms.
2. This MA is for condonation of delay.

3. The OA is delayed by 2 years and 1 month.
Cause of action which the applicant wants 10 pursue is of
continuous  in ﬁature and the delay caused s
insignificant,

pare._ 0114 1001

CORAM :

Hon ble hustice Shri A, H. Joshi {Chairmen)
Hop'bls Sl Ll Pumeshleurr ember) A

4. Hence, MA is allowed and the drglay is condoned.

S~

i
(AR, Josni\y.)
Chairman
1.9.2016

ST A TY AR
ABT ARSI

Shri/ A 2. AT Bavdiaad Lrav

(sg))

Shyj RETI 5 00 M ibwrdt bbuteirll Mol
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(G.C.P) J 2260 (A) (50,000—2-2015)

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRA rive TRIBUNAIL

MUMBAI .
Original Application No. of 20 Dnsiwicy
..... Applicant/s
(Advocate ........ T R ER T )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s
{(Presenting Officer. ... S ETTRREs ]
Oftice Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunul’s orders or Tribunal’ s orders
directions and Registrar's orvders O.A. No. 647 Of2016
Shri K.W. Haral . Applicant
Vs.
..Respondents

The State of Maharashtra & Ors.

Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate

for the Applicant and Smt. Archana B.K.. lcarned
Presenting Officer for the Respondents.
2. Admit. To come up for ﬁnal hearing in due

course. .
‘f/;m

(A. H Josh1 J)
Chairman
1.9.2016

' (sgj)
pate: O shore

CORAM :
How'hle Justice Shii AL H. Josii {Chairman)

WororesirFmrest

ity C’wiember) A

1} shcant

/4 ..“.HC Bk
M ‘ g : llllllllllllllllllll Ol.!.“ -
TUMEL fue ; .x«..,u(‘msx.m/‘
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(G.C.P) J 22060 (A) (50,000—2-2015) . [Spl MAT-F2 1

IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE THRIBUNAL
MUMBAI

Original Application No. ~~ e of 20 : ‘I‘);g-"[-lmyy.
~~~~~ Applicant/s

(AAVOCALE .ooeiiiiitieees i s s s )

versis
The State of Maharashtra and oihers

Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer........oo end)
Office Nutés, Office Memoranda of Coram, ) I
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’ s ordecs
directions and Registrar’s orders O A NO 693 Of2016
Smt. P.A. Kudanar .Applicant
Vs.
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. . ..Respondents
Heard Smt. Archana B.K., learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents.
2. Advocate for the applicant is absent.
4. 8.0.107.11.2016.
Q/ —
(A H. Joshi, K‘\)
) o0 Chairman -
DAL ,;]9! 16 , 1.9.2016
CORAM ; (si)
Hom’bie Justice Skei 2. T, Joshi {Chan'man)
- SerhSmeshasas { Member) A
(2710




Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or : Tribunal’s erders
divections und Registrar’s orvders

Date : 01.09.2016.
0.A.No.866 of 2016

Dr. R.M., Haridas ... Applicant.
Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents'.
1. Heard Shri M.D. Lonkar, the iearned Advocate for

the Applicant, Ms. S. Suryawanshi, the learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents and Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar,

the learned Advocate for the Respondent No.3.
2. Issue.notice returnable on 24.10.2016.

3. Tribunal may take the case for final disposal at this
stage and separate notice for final disposal shall not be

issued.

4. Applicant is authorized and directed to serve on
Respondents intimation/notice of date of hearing duly
authenticated by Registry, along with complete paper book
of O,A.. Respondenté are put to notice that the case would
be taken up for final disposal at the Stage of admission

hearing.

5. This intimation/notice is ordered under Rule 11 of
the Maharashtra Administrative Tribunal (Procedure)
Rules, 1988, and the questions such as limitation and

alternate remedy are kept open.

6. The service may be done by Hand delivery, speed

post, courier. and acknowledgement be obtained and

B ) 1.5 (Crairman) produced along with affidavit of compliance in the Registry
F Rt b (Member) A -
within one week. Applicant is directed to file Affidavit of
TY\ D L@%'{“ . compliance and notice.
7. Learned Advocate Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar for the
Sk -}\\V\Z a\ﬂmw.x.. .
TG B St the R mondeni/s Respondent No.3 waives service and acknowledges that he
\ has received the copy.
i Ton AN
ﬁ‘ 8. S.0. to 24.10.2016. ﬂ/
— ey
{A.H. Joshi, .Q
Chairman

prk



Original Appiication No. of 20 DISTRICT o
..... Applicant/s
(Advocate ........, Fr e et re s eaes v )
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Officer..,....c.c.c..cooovvviiiiio, fereans

................ )

Office Notos, Office Memoranda of Coram,
Appeurance, Tribunal’s orders or
directions and Registrar's orders

Tribunal’s orders

.

E'Mbm\

EXEreats PARRATR P Shrery. Sy
S b D o A
CCULIO LT LA Apucant

Moo Phise

i for the Respondent/s

Date : 01.09.2016.

0.A.No.325 of 2016

G.P. Rekulwad . Applicant.

Versus

The State of Maharashtra & Ors. ....Respondents,

1 Heard . Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, the learned
Advocate for the Applicant and Shri K_8. Bhise, the learned

Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Lea‘rned P.O. Shri K.B. Bhise for.the Respondents
prays for time for completing the action which is hal;c way
through and remaining steps would be completed after
recei‘vjng opticns from the candidates.

3. For reporting as to whether the office of Director
General of Police has communicated the call of option and

out come if any, 5.0. to 08.09.2016.

4, Steno copy and Hamdast is allowed to learned P.O..

Learned P.O. is directed to communicate this order to the

| Respondents.

_ L(//"
(A.H. Joshi, JQ T
Chairman

prk

(RTO



Original Application No: s of 20 o T DistricT

..... Applicant/s

{Advocate ............... et
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
,,,,, Respondent/s
(Presenting Officer............ccooiiiiiiinnninnn. everraeerer e VPN )
Office Nutes, Office Memoranda of Coram, .
Appearance, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal's orders
.directions and Registrar’s orders i O.A.No.781 of 2016
Smt. M.R. Ghate ' . Applicant
: Vs. - ‘
The State of Maharashtra & Ors. .Respondents .

Heard Shri A.V. Bandiwadekar, learned Advocate
for the Appiicant and Shri K.B. Bhise, learned Presenting
Officer for the Réspondents.

2. Ld. PO wants to verify whether the respondents
have received notices/intimation and whether any

communication is received in the office of CPO.

3. $.0.107.9.2016.

A IR T
Chairman
1.9.2016

(sgi)

Chii e P ’87"\1,?& .........

C.PO /10 tor e wespondent/s




-----

) . Applcant/s .

(_Advocate .............................. '..,. ........................... )]

PR
o versus
J.‘];

‘The State of Maharashtra and others
. Respondent/s

(Pr,eser_lting Officer.................. e e )

Office Notes, Office Memornnda of Corum,
Appearunce, Tribunal’s orders or Tribunal’s orders
- directions and Registrar’s orders

Date : 01.09.2016.

0.A.N0.727 of 2016 with O.A.N0.728 of 2016 with
0.A.No.827 of 2016

Shri K.R. Khairnar (0.A.No.727 of 2016)
Shri K.D. Kabadi (0.A.N0.728 of 2016)
ShriV.5. Kokane (0.A.No.827 of 2016) ..Applicants

Vs.
The State of Mah. & Ors. ..Respondents
1. ‘Heard Smt. Punam Mahajan, the learned

Advocate'for the Applicahts and Smt. K.S. Gaikwad, the

learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Learned P.O. for the Respondents prays for tirhe
on the ground that affidavit is drafted by the

Respondents and is affirmed without consulting the

office of P.O., and it reqtjires to be examined.

Sen, N‘\am H&%ﬁqq 3. Learned P.O. for the Respondents Smt. K.S.
w - e Gaikwad should make statement on the point that as
& “5 %ﬂ*‘@“l | . .. o
e wEpendent/s to whether affidavit is to be filed, and if filed, matter
Al “&‘1‘](’ ............ can be deferred on that date.

% 4.l 5.0.t06.9.2016. .
— Sd/~

(A H. Joshidl) "~
Chairman




(G.CPY J 2260 (AY (80,000—2-2015)

(Spl.- MAT-F-2 E.

IN THIE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI
Original Applicationr No. of 20 DisrricT
..... Applicant/s
(AAVORALE e J
versus
The State of Maharashtra and others
..... Respondent/s

(Presenting Qfficer. ......co.occiv

Office Notes, (Ofice Memoeranda of Corum,
Appearauce, Tribanal’s orders or
directions and Registrar's orders

DATE : (“t“g

CORAM :

Hon’tle Shri. RANV AGARWAL
’ (Vice - Chaitman)

oo ble Stei &R MALIK (Meubes)

APPEARANCE:

s L0 Mobite

Advoeats for the Applicant .
ey, sk S Coen

—GB6+ P.O. for the Respon c;t-s L5 T
< T chmcffa_p&&m&gma-mrs.

Tribunal's orders

-01.09.2016.. ..

M.A 338/2016 in O.A No 158/2016

Shri A.B Patil ' ... Applicant
Vs.

The State of Maharashtra & Ors... Respondents

Heard V.A Mohite, learned advocate for the
applicant, Smt Kranti 8. Gaikwad, learned Presenting
Officer for the Respondents no 1 & 2 and Shri C.T
Chandratre, learned advocate for Respondent no. 3.

This Misc Application is filed for amending the

Original Application as per Annexure-E and the

Applicant also wants to.place on record certain
~documents which are also mentioned in the said
Annexure. There is no objection from the ;earned P.O
as well as Learned Advocate Shri Chandratre.

Misc Application is accordingly allowed.
Learned Advocate Shri Mohite states that he will
amend the O.A within one week  and serve the
amended copy on the Respondents within further two
weeks.

0O.A to be placed‘ on board on 29.9.2016.

%‘uﬁ .
(Rjiv Addrwal)

Vice-Chairman
Akn i




IN THE MAHARASHTRA ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI
ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.662 OF 2016

Shri D.L. Rane ..Applicant.
Versus
The State of Méharashtra & Ors, ..Respondents

Shri K.R. Jagdale - Advocate for the Applicant,

Smt. Archana B.K. - Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

CORAM : - ShrilJustice A.H. Joshi, Chairman
DATE : 1% September, 2016.
ORDER

1. Heard Shri K.R. Jagdale, the iearned Advocate for the Applitant and Smt.

Archana B.K., the learned Presenting Officer for the Respondents.

2. Ms. Pooja Dhok, Law Officer in the office of Commissioner of Police,
Mumbai states as follows :-

{a) It is true that nobody appeared for the Commissioner of Police and
other respondents on 18.8.2016 when the case was called out.

(b) In fact she was duly instructed to contact learned PO and she had
arrived in the office of CPO and was actually giving instructions to the
Ld. PO about present OA and had failed to attend the case at the
time when it was called out.

(c) Failure to attend to the case and to remain present has occurred due

to failure in her estimate about schedule.
3. The statement of the Law Officer is accepted and the order passed on
18.8.2016 is kept in abeyance, however the matter does not and cannot end there

and some more and other clarification from the respondents is necessary.




2 O.A. No.662 of 2016

4. Applicant’s grievance pertained to failure of competent authority to take
decision. It was liable to be taken by the respondent no.2 or by the respondent
no.3 as the case be. herefore, the concerned respondent ought to have taken
initiative and decided the matter without losing time in directing the Law Officer to

prepare to give instructions to defend the OA.

5. Whenever an OA is filed complaining inaction, action has to be the only
defence. An attempt to defend inaction or lethargy, would constitute serious

offence to good governance.

6. After receipt of notice of this Tribunal if the matter pertained to the power
and authority of any other subordinate office, the respondent no.1 was expected
to direct concerned competent subordinate authority to act punctually. Whenever
any superior authority is added as a respondent, and a grievance is made against
subordinates as regards inaction or delay, the superior has a bounden duty to
direct the subordinate competent authority to address the aspect without any
delay. It ought not and cannot suffice to let the subordinate to address the issue

and the superior authority added as party simply ignores the notice of Tribunal.

7. The attitude of keeping the issues pending and then to lose time in
defending the OA is to be deprecated. A grievance which is factually and legally
justified, rejuires punctual and suo motu attendance as a goal of good

governance.

8. By 18.8.2016, one month and 10 days time was available at the hands of the
res ondents, yet no decision was taken. Therefore, at least this aspect of delay in
ta :ing decision and even failing to prepare to reply needs to be attended by the

Coi nmissioner himself.




3 O.A. No.662 of 2016

9, if the Commissioner of Police himself attends to this matter, recurrence of

such situation in future can be avoided.

10. It would be necessary to know as to the manner in which the respondents
have acted after receipt of notice of this Tribunal. Therefore, the Respondents
No.1 to 3 are directed to produce on the next date, original notices received by
respective offices in order to demonstrate before this Tribunal to enable the

Tribunal to know what action was taken by respondents no.1, 2 and 3 thereon.

11. Law Officer, however, states that officer concerned shall make endeavour
to decide the issue involved in this OA within six weeks from today. On the next

date entire information as indicated hereinabove should also be produced.

12. It would be highly appreciated if the respondent no.1l issues suitable
directions to decide long pending issues generally and at least when such issues

are brought before this Tribunal.
13.  For compliance of foregoing para nos.10 to 12, S.0. to 17.10.2016.

14.  Steno copy and hamdast is allowed. The Ld. PO is directed to communicate

this order to the respondents. “

(A.H. Joshi, J.)
Chairman
1.9.2016

I (af\m

Dictation taken by: S.G. Jawalkar.
DAJAWALKAR\Judgements\2016\9 September 2016\0A.662.16.1.9.2016-DLRane-50.17.10.16.doc
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